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SOWME NEW ROOKS.

Evelntion and Immoarinlity.

There has hoon of recont yoars s pronoinesd
Alsposition among bilologista to restate, of
rather gto redistribute nmd rewaigh, the evis
dance tor the doctrine of evolution. To the
goneral roader, who, perlikps, - imay have
neithor tho teaining nor the time requisite for
following n technival disenssion of the subject,
it has bocoma n matter of dosp intoerost to laarn
tha prackeal outeoms of the movement to
which wa have roferrod. Mas it shaken the
foundations of tho evolutionary hypothesls, or
has it at all events, ulfected the materialistio
Implieations populurly ascribud to the theory ?
To answartheso guestions s the atm of n new
and much onlarged odition of the book an-
titlad Arolution and s Relation o Religioua
Thoughi, by Josern 1k Coxte, Professor of' Bi-
ology und Natural History in the Univoersity
of Callfornin. In this revislon of his work
tho author has  devotedl 4 chapter to
tho conslderntion of the fmetors of evolution,
tholr number and relutive importance, and to
an examinntion of the position tukon by the
Noo-Darwinists, (ncloding eonsplenonsly Profl.
Welsminnn,  Next, (n immoediate eonnection
with the specifle pueposs of his book, tho
muthor prococids by disenss @aime fundamental
religlona nuestlons apon which he did not
touch at all in his Mot odition. Sueh are the
topies of firat and second causes, of general
and spocial providense, of the natural and su-
pernatural, of mind va. mechanies in nature,
and of the mode of ereation, The only other
important wdditions ars eonearned with the
rolution of man to noturs and the relation of
evolution to Chrlstinnity., In the presept no-
tleo we shall Nest glanee at what the author
has ty sy rognrding the Noo-Darwiniats and
tha proposed regeading of tho factors of evolu-
tion, and then pass dircctly to his view of the
origin and desting of man's epirit. From'the
relutlon of man to natare one would proceed
by a natural transition to the relation of God
to mu but for what the author has to say
upon the latter subject wo must refor the
reqadoer to the book itsell.

L

What arn the fnctors of evolution and what
i tho ralative importanee of their respective
contributions ¢ Whnt may be termed the or-
thodnx Darwirmians, Including predminently
Darwin himsoll ol Mr. Herbort Sponeer,
recogolzo two Lamarckian factors, namoly,
the prossure of the enviconment and the use
snd disnsa af parts, and two Darwinlan foe-
tors to wit, nnturnl selection and seeniar so-
lection. The two groat founders of the theory
of evolution, Darwin and Sponeor, diffor main-
Iy as regands the relutive importanes of the
two sots of factors, Sponeer constdering the
Lamarekinn fotors the most potent and Dar-
win wseribing the larger influence to the foc-
tors assoclated with his name.  Mr. Georgoe J.
Iomanes would add a Afth factor, which ho
ealls physiologienl seloction, while Prof. Le
Conto and others aflirm the existonee of n
sixth factor, viz. the Interposition of rea-
ol where thy development of human beings
is converned.  Opposod to these upholdersof a
plurality of factors are the Neo-Darwindsts, at
whose lhond stund suoh distinguished biolo-
gikts us Wullneo, Weisinann, and Lunkestor.
The latter out-Darwin  Daewin  himself in
their exalintion of the most distinetive Dar-
wininn factor, natural seloction,  They alm to
show that natura! selectldn is the sole and
sufMleiont canse o evolutlon: that chaniges i
the Individunl, whetheras ¢ffect of the environ-
wient oF through use and disuse of organd, are
hot inherited atall; thut Lamarck was wholly
wrong; that Darwin tn connection with Wal-

facel was the sole foun lere of the trus theory of |

evolution, and finally that Darwin himsell was
wrong only inso far as he made any terms
whatever with Lumunrek,

Prof. Lo Conta voncedes that the rensons for
the Noo-Darwinlan view hoave been most
strong!y put by Weismann, Thoy are based
malnly on the Freiburg professor's eclobratad
theory of the immortality and immutability of
germ-plasm,.  Acecording to Welamann, the
animal body consists of two kinds of cells,
wholly different in funetion, viz. somatic cells
anid gorm vells, the latler ineluding both the
melo and femals sexual elements. Romatlo
eells—tho adjective s, of course, derlved from
the Greck wonl soma, meaning body—are
speclally modifled for the various functlons of
thoindividual body; gorm cells are wholly un-
maodified. Thoe somatie colls are for the con-
sorvation ol the individual lite, the germ cella
for the conservation of the species, In the de-
volopment of the egg tho germ coll multiplies
iaell Into a coll nggregate, aud then most
ol the resulting multitude of cells are
modilled in various wavs to form the tissues
and orguna of the body, or, in other words,
somatic eolls, A few, on the other hiand, Are
reserveld and put aside in an unmodified form
in the sexual organs as germ colls to again
prodacs ova, which ngain divide into somatie
and germ eolls, nnd so on indeflnitoly, Now,
according to Welsmunn, Inheritance takes
plave only theough gorm colls, while the en-
viropmont nfMects  exciusively the somatie
eclls, Congcquuently, changes produced by the
environment  cannot be inhorited,  Besond
modes of genermtion were inteoduesd  for the
purposo of producing varlability In progeny,
anid thus furnishing materials for natural
selection, as this was the only means of evolu-
tlonary ndvianee, It ls well known that Wels-
mann made various experimonts on anlmals,
eupecially by mutilution, to show that sgomatic
ehinnges aro not lnhoritnide,

The author of this book does not aconpt the
eonglusions of the Noo-Darwinlsta, Ho fol.
lows Spencor in afMrming the Lamarckian
factors to e true fnclors, boenuse thore was
a time whea thero woro no others, They
woro theroforo nocossary nt loast to staet the
procegs of evalution, even il no longer neeces-
sary at prosont. Hogosd on to argue that if
these fuctors wera over operntive thoy must
ba so still, though possibly in a4 subordinato
dogroa. A lowoer factor (4 not aholislied, Lut
only becomes suboedinats to w higher whon
the latter s Inteaduesd. Thus it may waoll be
that Lumoarckinn factors=the prosaurs of on-
vironment and tho et of ass wnd disase--
aro vompurntively Teobla at the prosent tinie
and among living kpecios, ospeciully of the
higher snlmals, wid yot not nhsont altogether,
In the enrliest stagos of evolution there wus a
oomplote Identifleation of germ eells and
somatie eells, of the ndividuwal with the spoe-
olod, In wuch cuwos, ol vourse, uny offeet of
tho gnvironment wiust have been luheritod
and Iperensmd from gensration to generation,
Morcovor, the differcntintion of the gorm and
somatic cells wis not effertod ull ol ones, noy
in thelr sympunthetle relation oven now eom-
plotaly seversl. It was o gradual proceas,
and theralore the offect of the envitonment on
the germ cells throvgh the somathe colls eon-
tinued, though o decreasing degree, nnd st
ooptinues  Prof, Le Cante aekuowledges, hov s
ovor, that the diferentintion in the higher unls
male (6" now so vomplets that germ eolls arn
probabily not st wll affectsd Ly e¢hanges in
somatic cells unless these changes are long
continucd In the wone direction and wre not
antagonized by nutiral selection The peos-
ent tondency of perm cells fo lmmuatahil-
Ity s further augzmented Ly thele somoval
In the higher organlsms bo the
of the body, whers they are more aml pore
protoctod feom external Intinescos, Thore 14

< mlso w mars! Gepect ol the Neo-Darwindst pos
sltion whietr endoes the nuthor of this book toe
roloted In the vconvicllon that the power of
transmitting somutie chapges by inheritanos
has not beon wholly Jost. 10 Welsmann and
Wallsco worn right, IF natural solectlon were
sho exelusive foot e of evolution, we should
have to forego the hope of raco improvement,
_ physlenl, mentol, sod moral; for the Beree and
pitlless operation of natural solection will
novar o talerontod by eivibized mmn. ns it is by
mature b thae cosoof tie booworcrgond sms, Mon's
aplritua! patneo woleomes g rae rse L the
Famawkinng feotrn of enyivonmons aud of 1aa
and disurir Tt rovodts ar e and
unrerupulous emplovmont of notuenl seloes
tlog.. On this polat the wathordwells mt length
snd with much emphlnsis; he polnts out that
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o84 hyglena, although dasigned primarily to
seotire the strength, tha health, the happinesa
of the present gonaration, yet are sustalned
and ennobled by the eonviction that the im-
provement of the individuala of each genora-
tion leads through Inheritance to the grad-
ual physleal malioration of the race. Bo, too,
all our uystams of intallectusl and moral sdu-
catlon, thongh certainly Intendad malaly for
the development of the individual, are digni-
flad Ly the hopo that the race also Is thereby
gradually olevated. Prol. Le Conte Indoeed
acknowlpdgen that thoss hopos are usually ex-
travagant; that ths whole Improvement of onn
gencration (s not earriod over by Inheritance
nto the next. and that conssquently wo cannot
by edteation ralse a lower race up to the plano
of a higher in o fow genoratlons, or even in a
fow conturies. Ho ls convineed, however, that
thare must be at least a xmall rosldue of mello-
ratlon earrled forward from oach goneration
tothe next, which, accumulating from age to
age, detorminea the slow evolution of man-
kind. . Buch, at all evants, ir tho hope onwhich
all noble efforta for race Improvement are
founded. But this, aa we have seon, must he
abandonod It Welamann and Wallace are right,
It it bo true that reason must direct the conrss
of human progross, and If it ba also truo that
roloction of the fittest In the biologleal, organle
sensa (8 the ondy method which reason con em-
ploy, thon the dreadful lnw of pitiless destruo-
tion of the weak. the helploks, the alok, and the
old. muat with Spartan firmnesa he dellbor-
ately carried out.  Against such a course wo
Inatinetivaly shirink with abhorrence.

n,

In the most Important chapter of this hook,
that dovotod to an exposition of the relation of
mnn to nature, the author aects forth clearly
and falrly the conclusions of tho materinlista
bolore deflning his own posltion, which diffors
easantinlly from their<. He bogins by remind-
Ing us that there are two widely distinct views
of the Rubject, the one as old as the history of
human thought, the other urged upon us by
modeorn selenco. Aceording tothe former, man
s the counterpart and equivalent of nature.
Hp alone has--in fact is—an immortal spirit,
and therefore ho belongs to a world of his
own. According to the latter and mors re-
cent view, man Is but a part, & very In-
sglgnificant part of nature, and  con.
nectad In the closest way with all other
parta, especially with the animal kingdom.
He has no world of his own, nor even kingdom
of his own; hea belongs to the animal kingdom.
In that kingdom he hns no department of his
own: he is a vortobrate, In the departmeont of
vertebrates ha has no privileged cluss of his
own! helaa mammal. In the class of mam-
malk he has no titled orde=of hisown: heisa
primate, and shares his primacy with apes, It
Is doubtful It he may enjoy the privacy of a
family of his own—the Hominldm—for tho
structurn]l differances botween man and the
anthropold uped aro probably not ko great ns
between the sheep family and the deer family.

It may. indoed, be contended that these are
ooly two views of the same phenomena taken
from different points, paychical and structural.
From the payehleal polnt of view It |8 impoas|-
ble to exnggerato the wideness of the gap that
separates man from even the highest animal
From this point of view man may Indecd be
set over as a counterpart and equivalent not
only to the whole animal kingdom, hut to the
whole of non-human nature. From the strue-
tural point of view, on the contrary, it is
impossible to exaggernte the closennss of
the connection. Man's body s ldentifted with
all non-human uature In its chemleal con-
stituents, with the body of all animals in its
functions, with all vertoebrates, especially mam-
mals, In its structure. Bone for bone, muscle
for muscle, ganglion for goanglion. nlmost
nerve flbre for narve flhree, his body corre.
sponds with that of the higher animals.
Whether he was exclusively derived from lowsr
animals or not, Prof. Le Conte concedes that
his structurs, even (o the minutest details, is
precisely auch aa it would be It he were thus
derivad by successive slight modifications.

Nelther Is {t disputed by the author of this
book that of these two views the latter, whivh
affirms the identity of man with nature, has
been in recent times enormously productive
in incressing our knowledge. Anatomy has
become truly aclentific only through compara-
tive anatomy; physlology through compata-
tivephyslology; embryology through compara-
tiva embryology. Boclology, under the impulse
given by Bpencer, Ia itsell aiming to become
sclentiflo  through comparative soclology.
Prof. Le Conta will not deny that the same
thing may he predicted of psychology:
thut, in other words, even peyehology
can become truly solentific only through
comparative psychology: that s, through
the study of the spirit of man in rela-
tion to what corresponds to it in lower anl-
mala, This view and this mothod, however,
when pushed to what seems to many their
logieal conclusion, end In the complete identi-
llention of man with mere animalg, of spirit
with mere physical and chemical forces, of im-
mortality with mere conservation of energy.
nnd thus lead Lo blank and universal maaterial-
Ism. [Iuthere any oicape from sueh a conelu-
slon? This book has been written to demon-
strate that there is; that the two estreme
viewa, psychleal and stroctural.are not Irrecon-
clluble, but that a true and rationnl philos-
ophy Is to bo found only in a higher view
which combines nnd reconciles the mutunlly
exeluding extremes,

1 .

Bofors marking the author's formulation of
hin propossd synthotle and reconeiling view,
let us note how ho hrings out vertaln whort-
cominga in the argument for materiallsm, Of
this wrgument one bLranch is derlved from
brain physiology, the other from evolution.
As rogurds the former branch, it is admitted
that physiologists have established the corre-
Intlon of vital with ehemical and physleal
furces, and probably In some sense, at least, of
mental with vital forees. They have proved in
evary act of pereeption, Nrst a phyajeal change
In n nervo-terminal, then n propagated thrill
along w nerve-ibre, and then o resulting
change, phyrleal or chemleal, in the bralu
They huve ulse proved In every st of
volition, fiest o change o 8 brain eell, then an
ontward expoditod theill along & norve fibre,
und u resulting contraction of o mursle, Even
the veloelty of the trangmission to and fro has
beon moeasursd, and the time nocsssary to
produce braln change ostimated. Physiolo-
ity have ulso established the existence of
phyaleal and chemical changes in tho brain
corvesponding to cortain changes of mental
state, wind they have glven great probability
to the assortion that an exact guantitative
relation may exist betwesn the ehangis of
braln - and  the correaponding changes of
mind. Prof. Le Conte admits thut herealter
physlvioglsts may localize all the different
facultios anil powers of the intellect, cach In
it spocifie plaee in the braln, and thus lay the
fonndations of a truly sclentifie phronology, 1n
the far distant Mture they moy do even more,

They may conneot oach Kkind of  wental
state with o cistinetive  Kind  of  braln
vhange.  They amy ok for esam-
ples o dght-inmiled  rotation of  alvins

ammoclatod with love and s left-lianded rotation
ashociuted with hate. or w gontle sidovweys wa-

vertical pooanding assoelet ol with will,  As-
rinming all this t0 e necomplished, the na-
terialints mointadn tht mind wonld thoroby be
idontifed with matter, uieotal forees with ima-
torinl forcos. Thought, emotion, conaclous-
ness, and will ‘swould thencelorth be recog-
nignd as products of the brain in the same
sonso as blo is s produet of the liver, or urea
o produet of the kKidneys.

Ho much for the argument of the ma-
torialists; now for what the nuthor of
thin  book deems  its loadeguaey. He
gulunits that we mar pesh obre knowleidge
i i phyveilogieal dlevetiom far us iaw
Liddest lmaginntion con maeh, yob ovon thon
we slidl b no neare’ the selution of e
mystery of tho relation of brain changes to
mentl changes than wa are now. Evan then it
will be lmpossible for us to concelve how brain

ns
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1t 18 of coursa intelllgible that phyaical changas
{n sense organa tranamittad along nerve fibros
should determine changes in brain substanoce.
But now thers appear, and {t {a lmpossible to
imagine how, conselousness, thought, emotion,
and will, phenomena of an entirsly different
order belonging to an entirsly different world.
Bo different that it is impossible to imagine
the nature of the naxus between physiologioal
and peychologieal phenomena. or to constrioe
the one In terma of the other. Braln cells are
agitated and thought appeara: Aladdin's lamp
is rubbed and the genis ahows himsell. Thera
in just as much intelligible causal relation bo-
twoen the two setaof phenomona in the one casn
an 1t the other. Nor ia this mystery ono of those
whose nature it is to vanish under the light ot
knowledga. On the ocontrary, solence only
brings It out in sharper relle! and emphasizes
ita absolute unsolvablensss. Bupposs, by way
of (llusteation, that we could exposs the braln
of a living man In a stato of Intensa activity:
supnoss, further, that our sensen were nheo-
lutely perfoct, so that we could sco every
change of whatever sort taking place in the
brain substance. What should we sco? Ob-
viously nothing but moleeular changes, phy-
slcal und chemieal, for to the outalde observer
there (s abzolutely nothing elsa there to see.
But tho subjoct of thia experiment saes noth-
{ng of all this. His experiences are of a differ-
ent ordor, viz.: consclousness, thought, emo-
tion, &r. Viewed from the outaide there laand
can  he nothing but motions; viewed
trom the Inslde nothing but thought, &o.: from
tho one slile only physical phenomena; from
tho other slde only psychical phenomenn;
from the nature of the case it must ever be so.
Thero are. so to speak, two sheots of blotting
papor pasted together; the one {8 the braln,
the other the mind, Certain Ink scratchea or
blotches uttorly meaningless on tho one sonk
through and appear on the other as Intelligi-
ble writing, but how we know not, and can
never hope to guess. Whon the paste dis-
solvos shall the welting remain ? That {8 the
question to which all of us would Hke to ses »
decisive anawer.

It may, indecd, be objected that there Is
nothing apecially strange. nothing unique in
thoe unintelligibility of psychical experlences
from a physiologleal view point, for the samn
myptery enfolds the cssentinl nature of all
kinda of foree nnd matter, and thorefore all
phenomena. Thora [s this diference, howover,
Physical and vchemiecal forces and phenomenn
are indeed [peomprehensible In thafr essential
nature; but onoe aceept their existoneo and
all thelr diffarent formsare mutually converti-
ble, construable in terms of anch other and all
In terms of motion, Bat It (s Impossible by
any stroteh of the Imugination to thus construo
mental  forees and mental phenomena.
In a word, matorinl  forees  and  phe-
nomenn are  Indeed n mystory, but only
of the first order. "Phey cease to e o mystory
and become Intelligible from the monient we
take onr stand upon the postulated plate of
matorial existence, On the othor hawd, mental
and moral forcos are o mystery even from the
atandpoint of material exlstence, and are
therefors a mystory of the secomd onlor—a
mystory within s mystery. Materiallsm, there-
fore, does not explain. It does nol ennble us
even to imagine, as belween I‘h‘h’ll!&'lll and psy-
chical phenomenn, a relation of cause and
effect in the same sense in which we use thsse
termes fn phiysienl seienens,

v,

Let 11 see now whether we o not encounter
a corresponding shorteoming In the other
branch «f the argument for materialism,
thut, numely, which is derived from the law of
evolution. If, ng the materinlists say, the con-
gerles of peyehical qualitios, which we call the
splrit of man, be, like liis body, the product of
ovolution, it seems incumbent upon them to
tell us at what polnt in the ascending scale of
evolution it enteredl.  This, however, they can-
not do, What are the psgchical qualities?
Evidently consciousness, thought, will. mem-
ory, love, hate, fear, anil' dosire, are some of
them. But has uot u dog or a monkey all of
these? Pressed with this diffieilty some
have felt compelled to accord even [m-
mortality to the higher animals. But we
cannot stop here. Il spirit belongs to
these, then it Lelongs also to all animals,
for we have here only a sliding scale without
break. Can we stop now and make svirit co-
extensive witn sentiency 7 No: for the lowest
animals and lowest planis merge into each
other so completely that no one can draw the
line between them with cortainty. Wo must,
therefore, extend splrit to plants also, Shall
we stop even hers and make apirit coextenslve
with life? We cannot, for Hfe-forve is verdain-
Iy correlated with, transmutable into, and
derivable from phygicul and mental forees,
Wo must, then, recognize the existence of
apirit in dead natnre nlso. It follows that
everything Ia immortal or that nothing is.
Our boasted or coveted Immorality has by
cantinund extension become thinner and thin.
ner until it has evaporated Into air. It has
shrunk isto nnught Imt conservation of
energy. il has kept no tenes of the hoped-
for ronservation of self-conscious porsonality,

This difealty presested In the taxonomle
seriea agaln confronts us ju the embryonie
series, Fach one of s, Individually, was
formed  gradunlly in hie mothier's womb
by a proesss of  evolutlon from o mi-
vrogeopde  spherule  of  protdplasm  wdis-
tinguishalo In etrocture froam che jowost
forms of protegoal life. Now, In this grad-
unl process of vagina! evolution, whors did the
spirit which wo like to think immortal, como
In? Wasitinthe garm enll? Phen why deny
ittothe protozoan? Was i at the gquleken-
ing, or at tho birth, or at ths momoent of fiest
pelf-conscionaness, or ut some later perlod of
eapacity of alstract thonght » Agnaln, when |t
el rome in was It something superadded, or
did it grow ont of something nlready oxisting
in the embreyaof the infanl 7 To none of these
aquentions doos the materinti=t give un nanswer,

V.

The author of thig hoak holds that the vones
gorles of peyiehlonl qualities to whinh we wauld
Indn attelbute an Imoorlalitv, entsred the
gendo of evolution with the advent of maeng
that i owils, however, no new iog added ot
onoe ont of hnmd, bt that it grew out of somne-
thing already existlog inanhmals, This hn
deoms the only lenalle view, the only view
that oan oMuet the eeasucllation betwoon the
two extremo, mutually exelwling views now
usually ascepted; the only view, ln ulher
words, which ean satisly the tosl of a rational
philosophy,  Prof. La Conts  helieves that
tha splelt of man was devaloped out  of
the ania  or consslous prinsiple of ani-
mals, and that this again bad been deval-
oped out of the lowor forme of life foree, and
this In its toen out of the shemieal and phiysl-
val foreos of naturs, He boliaves that al a cer-
taln stage in this gradual develupment, vig,
with the advent of man, this spirit acqulred
the proporty of immortality precisely as it
pow Inthe Individaal history of sash man at a
vertaln stage acquires the eapucity of abstraet
thought. This view is the anthor'a own, hav-
ing bison promulgatad many years helore Mr,
A Wallwee gave n qualifled assent 1 it andd,
thevetare, for ity neceoptanes, ha is constrafned
toappeal not to authorits, but to roason solely,
W prowaed o givo nn outline of his srgument :

Our attantion bs fivst invitod Ly thy fuet hnt
e o nidthiing whnlly exaeptions! in the as-
sumed transformation, conpled with the sud-
den appearanes of naw powers ood properties,
On the vonteary, such o metamorphosis and

omergence  of  distinet  capacities  has
many anmlogues in the lower  foroos,
nnd is, consequently, a priori not only

eredible but probable. For example, fores and
mattor may bo said to exist now on several
planis ruised one above another. These ex-
hibit a wort of taxonomle scale. There are,
first, the plane of elements ; sscondly, the plane
af chemion! compoumds; thivdly, The plane of

vogetaide Hife: fourtaly, tha plins of abimal
lifo: nod  Ofthly, the plane  of  eation-
al amd. as mon hope.  immostal  lile,

Eaoh plane has its own appropriate force and
distinetive, phonounona. Moreover, although
there are great differoncos of level ou, sach of

Ea— = = By

betwean any ons of them and ita predecessor
or successor. That ls to say, although there
are various degrees of the force charactoristio
of each plane, yet tho difforonon betweon ths
charaotoristio foroes is ona of kind as well as
of degree. Although energy by transmuta-
tion may take ail those different forms, and
thus dogs now olroulate up and down through
all thesa planea, yot the passage from ono plans
upward to another {8 not a gradual passage by
sliding soales, but a passago scoompliched at
one bound. When In the history of the evolu-
tion of the cosmos the neonnsary conditions
are prosont, a new and higher form of foree at
onoe appears, like a birth intoa higher sphors.
Thus there wasa time in the history of the
earth when only physioal forces axistad, chem-
Ical aMnity belng held in abeyance by the in-
tensity of the heat. At a certain stage, through
gradual coollng, chemical aMnity came into
being—wak born—a now form of fores with new
and peculiar phenomena though doubtiess
dorived from the precoding. Ages upon ages
passad away untll the time waa ripe and con-
ditlons were favorable, whereupon life appear-
od. a now and higher form of fores producing
n atill more peculiar group of phenomena, but
etill, as Prof. Le Conte belleves, derived from
the preceding. Agesupon ages agaln passed
away, during which this life foree took on
higher and higher forms—in the highost fora-
ehadowing and elmulating reason itsslf—untll
finally, when the hour was wholly ripe and
oonditions ware oxeaptionally tavorablo, splrit,
nell-consolous, self-determining, rational, and
moral appeared, n new and still higher form of
foree, but satill, as the author of thia book is
persuaded, derived from the antocedent phe-
nomena.

v,

Admitting tho correctness of tiils ataccato
process of evolution an far ar the five main
stages are concernsl. what, it .may be asked.
is ita bearing on the sassumption that the
apirit of man is immortal? In reply the reader
Is reminded that with every new form of foree,
with every now birth of the universal cnergy
inton higher plane, there nre revealed new,
unexpected, and, previously to exvoriencs,
wholly unimaginable proporties and powor,
The latest birth, man's epicit, i8 of course no
exception. Why may not lmmortality bhe one
of the new propertios acvguired with the al-
vont of man? That it is one of them Prof,
Lo Coute deems probable in vlew of the rela-
tion of Goud to nature, which Is expounded In
the curller ahapters of this volume.  Sne-
cinetly statod, the nuthor's coneeption of that
relation is that the forees of nature are naught
eclse  than different forms< of  the one
omnipresent  divine encrgy. A< we linve
just seen, this divine omnipresent energy
bas taken on successively higher and hilgher
formum in the conrde of cosmio Hme, This up-
waril movement hns been charncterized hy in-
vrensing individuation, not only of matter, hat
also of foree, T'he universnl divine cuergy in
n genvraliznd condition, nnindividunted, oif-
fuped, pervading all nnture. is what we eall
physieal and chemical foree, The same cnergy
Ina higher formuindividonting matterand itsel
Individuated bt os yet only very imperfectly,
Is whint wocall the lfe foree of plants. The same
energy more fully individunting matter, nnd
Itsell more fully though not completely fndi-
sldunted, we enll the amiia of animals. This
ahima, or animal soul, as time went on was in-
dividunted more amwd more antil it rosembled
and foreshadowed the spiritof man, Finally, in
the spivit of man wo are to pocognize the sume
energy at lnst completely individuntinl ng a
soparate entity, nnd  consegquently self-con-
selous, capabls of separate  existence, and
therefore immortal.

Aveording to the view here expounded. the
vitul principle of planta aud the anima of
animals ure but diferent stages of the pre-natal
development of spirit in the womb of nnture.
In man ot last it canme to bicth, In plantsand
animala it remained in deop smbryo sleap—
in the latter quickensd indeed, but not viable
—satid unvonselous of self, Incapabla of inde-
pendent life, linked in physiesl nmbilical con-
uection with nuture, Now at last in man it s
separated froo naturs, capable of independent
life, horn Into a new amd higher plane of
existence. As the organle embryo al birth
reaches independent maoterinl or temporal
lite, even so the spirit embryo by birth atluins
independent splritunl or eternal life. Not,
indeed, that the separation or independence Is
complete solong as the spirit has its tepement
in tho human body. While that tenaney en-
dures, nature is, It s true, no longer the
gestative mother, ot she is still the nursing
mother of the apirit. We are weaned from her
only by deatl.

It may be ohjected that the nscription of im-
mortality to the spirit of man is not warranted
by analogy: that thero are other births ol en-
ergy from lower to higher conditions, but guch
births do not insure vontinued existencs in the
higher conditions. In the gradual evolution
of encrgy as above deseribed, when a given
portlon of it vises from physical 1o ehemical,
from chamical t v vilal, or from vital to senti-
ent, It doos not cemnin ever after in the higher
atate—=thiere i no immaortality on the Nigh-
erplane, On the contrary, all these lower forms
of onergy are continunlly nscending and di-
seending: teansformation Is downward ns weli
as upward. Why shoull thero e exeeption in
the Intest birth whose onteome Is the spirit of
man? In these sucecssive vpwanl motamor-
phosos of energy, why shoubil the last only he
permanent ¢ Vhe nuther'sanswer is: Becnuse
tho energy which unindividusted and diffused
perviddes all nature, regches at lnst its Aol 4
gonl, vie, complets individoation as froe, self-
ueting spivit. Boenuso i1 rosches ngnin the
spiritunl plane from whieh it sprang, and he-
ecomes thareby a partakeraof the divino nature.
Beeanse It mounts at lnst Inta moral relutions
with the nhsolute, the divine, and therelore
abova the plane of shifting ehanges, It the
penle of energy be lkened to x ladder with
many roumds, #tretohing from the plang of
matier (o the plane of spiell, then so long n=
eporgy fa on the inddor it asconds apd i
weonds: but, onee it ronehes the plone of froe
spleit, it 18 In w0 wholly pew worhl in which
etornnl aaeent js the lnw.

Thir, tien, is Preof. Le Conte's convoption of
the eelntlon of man to anturo—the concep-
{ion by which he alms to reconelle the Cliris-
tinn view of man's origin anid desting with
the view favored Dby most modern selentists,
Hix eoneception s Lhat the spirit of man wis
indesid dordvedd feom God, but not dlrectly;
ereatid indeed, but oply by natural proesss of
evolution: that it Indesd prodxisted, but only
ns embryo fn the womb of nature; slowly do-
valoping through geslogieg! time, and Nnally
coming to birth as living saoul in man. At that
inst stage of Its development it atinived to
tmmortalit ;. M, W. H.

‘I'heories Aboul the Sun,

In his “ Dypamies of the Bun™ (New York
Woodbridge School, 18010, Mr. J. Woodbrldge
Davis nudertakos to prove that the utinosphera
of the sun, conalsting of vapors, gases, and
thoir condensed particles, the produpts of a
pownrful vaporisation, 15 continually fAying
outwurd past the planots until it comes In oaons
tuot with the similay ptmospheres of the stars,
Ho fiest dovelops hils theory mathomatically
by deducing from the laws of thermo-dynam-
los u serios of formule anplying too body sitn-
ateil in sthersal spaess so for removed from
oxtrmueons foreas that their effecls upon it
are insignifloaut, vonsisting of o mixtire of
wolids, Hguids, and  vapors, amd contalning
some guantity of heat,: By the (alling together
of the solid and liguhl portions s nucleus is
formed, which retains the “original energy of
rotation of its conatitusut partieles,” The
yapors range themselvos sbout the nucleus,
and the body |s then ready for the application
of Mr, Davia's formule. Starting out with the
goneral assnmption that the bohavior of
the atmosaphoere of the body depends upon
the mass, density, and  tampeeature  of
the nnelous, he proeseds tr develop Ave
princlpmi cases or vonditions in widels the
hendy will be found, asconling an taa Tonda-
mental formule are vaeried. Examining the
known phenomens of the sun he concludes
that its present condition pocords with one of
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phare of the body under examination Is fiying
swiftly outward. Not only does the theory.
acoording to the author's oplnlon. acoount
satistactorily for the phenomena of the solar
phere, the oorona, and the =odiscal
light, the tafls of cometa, and warlable stars,
but also for those of terrestrial magnetism,
Inaluding the varlations of the needlo and the
soaular movament of the magnetia poles.

Just hera there Is a point of meeting between
Mr. Davin's theory and the recent results ob-
tained by Prof. Frank H. Bigelow In hia Invea-
tigation of the solar origin of terrestrial mog-
notism. But there Is no resomblancs in
tha two theories. Prol. Bigelow bellavea
that the fleld of radiant sunlight (s
A magnetlo flold of force surround-
fng the sun, and that the phenomona of
torrestrinl magneliam ariss from the motiona
of tho earth through this field of foroe. Mr.
Davis undortakes to derive the same phe-
nomenn from the effoots of tho Imagined out-
fiying atmosphere of tho sun brushing past
tho earth. Tho astronomers have lent & will-
ing ear to Prof. Bigelow, and look upon his in-
vestigations with both favor and expectation.
Mr. Davia spocially addreases himaell to the
aamo oritionl audionee, and seems oonfident
that he has explained the principal remaining
mysteries In astronomy In a very simple as
well as comprohensive way. But parhapa tha
astronomers will not so readily bellave that
the groat secret of the univaerss is out.

The whole subjoot, however, is one of par-
ticular interest just now, whon now light Ia
eonstently dawning upon questions of eceles-
tinl phyaion,

Christian Literature of the Necond Century,

Wo aro Indebted to three mombera of the
fasulty of the University of Dublin fora ool
lection of intoresting eseuys on * The Litera-
turo of the Second Century,” with spoclal ref-
eronoe tolts bearing on the subject of Chris-
tian evidencea (Now York, Jamoes Polt & Co.)
Ono of the authors, the Rev, Fredorick R
Wyunne, holds the chalr of Profeasor of Pas-
toral Theology: another, the Rov. John Henry
Bernard, Is a locturer Indivinity, and the third,
the Itey. Bamuel Hemphill, 18 Profassor of
Biblleal Groek. Ropresenting as they all do
Trinlty College, Dublin, the ehlef bulwark of
the Angllean Churely fo Irelnad, they weite of
course from the viewpeint of Protestant theo-
logians, neithor adhering (o the positions
of Roman Catholle suthorities nor adopting
the eonelusions of the advmnesd German erit-
les regunding the beginnings of Christianity.
They have gone, however, for thelr materials
to the original sourees, nnd the outecome of
thelr lnbiors veflects credit on the learning and
insight of English bibllenl scholars.  Of
their six essnys,  which first apponredd In
the form of university lectures, Lwo seem to us
of especinl valae, those, namely, whioh discuss
respectively the geadual growth of the New
Testnment canon and the apocryphal gospels,
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In tracing the evolution of the New Testa-
ment canon Dr. Wynne reminds s that Dio-
eletinn, about A D, 30, tried to consign the
Christinn Seripturas to the same complete
destruction  which  some five eenturies
earller o Chiness Emperor had  planned
against the writings of Confucius,  Previously
the Roman persecution  had been directed
ngainst porsons; this attack was levelled not
only ngainst porsons, but  against  books
Eusebias, the principanl Christian historinn of
the epoeh, records that e * saw with his own
oyes the Insplrod and sacred Beriptures ¢on-
signed to fire In the open market pluces.”  Baot
all the documents which had been handed
down umong the followers of Jesus wore not
regarded as equutly holy, and conkequently
when Christians were ordered on pain of tor-
ture and death to give up their saermd weit-
ings, the question aroge which might they

dawlully surronder and which was it lmpera-

tive on them to keep. The peremptory ediet of
heathen nuthority msde it lmportant to have
some definite “ranon™ ar rule by which

timid Christinns could be gulded so as,
ta o sure of the difference Letween
merely  good  books  amd Inspired  books.

From the heat of the controversy arising
upon  this  subject issued the expros-
slon  “ecanonical” as & general title for

the apostolie writings. The word canon, ur
*atraight rule,” had been used hefore with
regard to right doctrine: from the era of the
Diocletian persecution It came to be applied
to the hooks that were necopted hy the Chureh
as rightly helonging tp the New Testa-
ment. De, Wynne's purpose Is to follow the
growth of the ldea expressed by the word
canon from a vague genernl conscelonsness to
& distinet registration.

Btrange to say, the leat extant list of New
Testamen! writings Is the work of a her-
etie, though the fact of his having made
one for the use of his followers seems to
ustify the inference that thers were (n cx-
istenes other liste of which he disapproved. It
wus Marcion, one of the heresinrchs of the
fleet hal! of the second century, whe formml n
eollection of suered hooks as the ground and
test of his teaching,  I0 consists of two parts,
the “gospel™ und the “ apostolleon,”  Tha
gospel was that of 8t Luke, though the text
was somewhnt tnmpered with ; the apostoliron
comprised ten epistles of 8. Panl. Somowhat
Intar, and belongivg apperently toa dute b=
tweon A, 1L 100 and 170, is encovntered u aee-
ond list of hooks that wers at that time gen-
erally aceepted by the Cheistinn  Clhareh.
This Is called the *Muratorlan Feagmoent,”
having hoeen disvoversd by Muratori in tne
Ambirosian Library at Milan duving the sevep -
teenth contury. There I8 roason to believa
that it was hrought to Milan from the old
Trish monastery of Bobbio, Of this fragmont
the beginning and end aro lost; It comumences
with a broken sentence, which evidently re-
fors (o the positlon of 8t, Mark's gospel, The
writor goes on Lo suy that the ™ gospel pe-
cording to B Luke stands thinl In order,
having beon written hy Luke, the pliysician,
the eompanion of 8t, Paul.,” The fourth place
In psgignod to the gospel of "B John, n dis-
eiplo ol the Loml" The writer next designaton
the Aves el thirtoon eplatlos of Bt Paul,
After this he troate of bonks which are in
elrenlation, but which, he saya, vannot bo re-
erlviud into the Cuthiolle Chureh, * for gail can-
not Lo mingled with honey,”  He speaifically
namos, howevor, the Epistle of Jude and II,
John and the Apocalypse of John, and Peter:
“The latter,” ho says, "some of our body
will not havo rend in  tho Chureh”
The Muratorian document, as wo  have
it. is & translation, and tho text is Im-
porfect, but it dervives Importence from the
fnat that the author statos got his individual
aplnion, but the knowledge dnd practico of the
Catholle Chureh. The next step in the prog-
ress of the eanon s diseernlbls in the ver.
nlons of Nesy Testament writings, two of which
have coma down Lo us from the second oen-
tury. The first of thess was the *' Poshito," or
anclont Byriae translation, which apparantiy
was made lo the earlior hall of the oantury
under review, and seoms o have Included our
prosent boaks, with the exception of second
and third John, IL Pator, Jude. and the Apoe-
alypae, Parlinps o few years lntar appoared the
alil Latin veraion which we know was used hy
Toartulllan, who bagan to weltoabont A, D, 11K),
Putting thesstwoanaolent Lranslutions togethor,
os ropresenting the unltad lestimouy of the
Fast and West, we find recognlzed in one ap
the other all the hooks of our New Testament
with the exeoption of 2 Petor, and none but
those whioh wo have acknowlodgad. About
the third quarter of the same ascond century
appeared the remarkabls dosument known as
Tatian's Distessaron. # kind of synopals or
harmony of the four goapels which was widely
uned for publio reading in the Byrian ohurches,
Though Tatian waa the leador of an heretical
soct, yot tha matorials out of whioh the Dis-
teasaron was composml are the four goapels
raorlvinl hiv the Charh Catholle, 2 Poter,

Wo now omergs oub of the slowds snd
coma into tho dayvlight of welladefned  his.
torys fur from the closy of the wecoml
eentury Christinn  authors beoome »0 nu-

nerois that it is easy to assartain the idgas

and bollefs of the Christian community, From
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tho evolution of the canon may bost ba da-
soribed In the phraseology used by that his-
torian.  He distingulshes thres classen of
books. Firat, the acknowledged: second, the
disputed; third, the spurlous. As early as tho
oloas of the second eantury what Eusablos
ealla the ncknowledged books had all hieen
generally recognizad In the Church ar apos-
tolic. They were the four gospels, thirteon
opisties of Bt. Paul. L John, and I Poter
Those which ho classed as disputed waore 1T,
and IIL John, Jude, Hebrewa, I1. Petor, and the
Apocalypse. A numberof other beoks there
wero, somo of them, like tho Bhopherd of
Hormas, aocounted plous and genuine, but
not apostolio; somo of them repudiated as
dishonest ondeavors on the part of
herotics to strengthen their oplnlons by
honored pame. The progreas of knowl-
odge and critiolsm in thé third century was to
putthem all aside. At the time when a def-
nite canon had to ba drawn up during the Dio-
clatian perssoution the list of Inspired bhooks
had long been fully formed and woedsd of un-
authorized Intruders. Thus at the Genaral
Counoll of Niema, A. D. 325, thoe New Testa-
meont as we have it to-day was tho basis of all
argument.

1n.

A roparate ossay is devoted by the Rov. J, H.
Bernard to *'the apocryphal gospels,” by which
name aro described a number of extant books
written In the early contury with the intention
of improving on the plcturs of tho lifo of Jouns
drawn by the Evangelists, and of embodying a
collection of legends whioch from timo to time
had grown up. Of course, thess writings are
not to be confounded with the apocryphal
hooks of the Oll Testament that are often
bonnd up with our Bibles. They are slmply
lives of Jesus which acquired a certaln clreu-
lation in the early conturios, but which are of
uncertaln authorship and possess no ofMeial
character. Many of theas “gospela” cro
ralpably forgerios, tor they claim the names ol
authors to which It Is demonstrable that
thay have no right. Yor examgle, the Uospel
of Nieodemus was certainly not written by ita
nominal author, in ita prasent form ot least,
nor could the Gospel of Jampes havo been com-
poscd by either of the apostles of that name.
Yelthous hooks nre not behind-hand in putting
forward thoir authority to he heard, both the
Arable Goapel of tho Infaney and the Prot-
evangel of JTames making express oluims to
its Inspiration.

It is noteworthy that none of these apoery-
phul gospels glves an account of the publle
ministey of Josus, for hers it would hava been
easy to test and deniolish tielr pretensions by
enmpatison with the narvatives of the gentlne
Evangelists. They may be voughly divided into
twa classes, those, namely, which deal with
our Lord's infapey and with the famlly history
of the Virgin Mother, and thoss which profess
to give some aceonnt of onr Lord's desvent to
Hades and tho underworld atter His crueliix-
lon. Seripture helng almost silent on heso
subjects the means of detecting the fuiseliond
of the legends were not so rowdily aceessiple,

OF the livst olass—the voly class 1o which we
shall here refor—=the most readable and in-
teresting examplo is the Protevingel of Jamos,
written probably by o Jew of that namae in the
second century. It s the earliest repertory of
ccelesiastioal teaditions respecting the Viegin
Mury, and Is not unlike n mulern novel on
sacrod themes. Bomewhut longer and more
fanciful, Lut also derived from (eaditional
wonrees, s the Gompel falasly atteilnted Lo 8t
Matthow, and with equal falrehood sald to
have been teansluted by 8t. Jorome from the
Hobrew. A still lnter, though somewhat mors
sabor, recension of the same maoterials Is the
Latin  Gospel of the  Nativity of  Mary,
which  was  incorporatcd  almost  without
vhaugo oty the Qulden Legend of the Middle
Ages. The influence which these writings have
cxercined down to vur own day Ix consider-
able,  Mr, Bernard maiotains that the Roman
Church, although ¢ondemning them as spupi-
ous, can yet polnt to no uther authorities for
certaln legends which are incorporated in the
Breviary. Thus the traditionsl namens of the
parents of the Virgin Mary, Joachim ani
Auna, ara still venerated Iu the Church of
Rome, and it may be that thoe familine collovn-
tion of Christlnn names, Mary Anne, Is trace-
able to the same source, The presentation of
the Virgin when a child In the Temple, an
ovent recorded in the Protevingsl of Tames, in
atill commemorated in Catholie  churches,
Kpeaking generally, the throe apovryphal gos-
prels named are chiefly taken np with minute
detalls tending to a glorifleation of the Viegin
Mother,

Mr. Bernard dwells on the surprising extont
to which these legends have influanced sasred
art. For instance, a subject which has mors
than onee oceupiod painters, and which is bost
kouwn from Peragino's famous picture, 8 the
Marrlage of tho Virghy The story on which
the pletures are founded in that, it having beon
determined by the elders that Mary—who had
heon dodicated to God by Anna—shonld be he.
trothed to some plous man, peeplexity aroso ns
to the most approprints suitor.  Aeoordingly,
we remdt: The wogel of the Losd onme Lo
Zocharias and sald, Go forth, and call togethop
all the widowers among the people, wnd ot
every oneof them bring his rod; and ho Ly
whom the Lord shall show o sign slall
o the husbamd of Mary.  Awd the eryer
went out through all Judea, and the triimpets
of the Lord souwded, and all the poople ran
and met together.  Joreph also, throwing
away his axe. wept cue o meet them: and
when they enmo together, they went to the high
priest, tnking every man his rod, After the
high priest had received thelr rods he wont
into the Templs to pray; and when he had fin-
ishied his prayer, he took the rods and went
forth and dietributsd them, awd there was no
miracle altending them, The last rl was
tuken by Josoph, and, beholil, a dovs proceeded
ont of the rod and flow npon the head of Jo-
seph,” who was necordingly selected as the
future guardinn of the Virgin, Mr, Bernard
uotes this story to expiain whby, in the deline-
allone of tha marvinge of the Yirgln so com-
mon In mediwval arts, Joseph ixdeploted as an
old man with a green bough nnd a dove, while
the disappuointed sultors ave venreseotod as
brenking their rode,

Another more lamiliar ilusteation of the
Influenco exerted by such legends upon med|-
mval art is drawn by the Guapol of the Pasudo.
Matthew, in which the seene of the Tord's na-
tivity s depictad as a cave which became
Ilumionted with celestinl radiancs through
the presence of the light of the world. On the
third day nfter His bhirth, aceording to the
apoorypal parrative. tho Holy Family ro-
movod o a stable where an ox and an ass wore
sheltered, whoreupon the animals In thelr
adoration of the infant Havieur fulfilled the
words of the prophet: " The ox knoweth his
owner and the ass his master's orih. This
legend, that an ox and an ass shared the samo
rool with the infant Jesus, was vopstantly al-
luded to in modimval asrmons; thers is hardly
a pleture, pnelent or modorn, of the seens of
the nativity, whieh does ot Introduce these
nnimals, and to this day they are constautly
represonted on Christmas cards,

The traditions handed down In the Gospel of
the Papudo-Matthew soem sober and plausible
hoside tho stories told of our Lopd's hoyhood
in tho so-ealled Gospel of the Infaney which is
attributed to K4 Thomas the Apostle.  This
falee Evangel is mentioned by Treneus, sml
Auems to have heen written by a Gpostic of
the second century, whoso purposo was to rep-
reaent the gradual growth of wisdom imputod
to Jesus in the genuine Gospels as quite un-
real. Aocording to the Gnostles, Jesus from
tho outaet exhibitod the perfect wisdom of the
Godhoad. and acoordingly lo tha Gospel of the
Infancy the human nature apd developmont of
Joaus are ontirely overshadowed by the super-
liuman majosty of His child life. It is record-
od, for oxample, that when the Lord wos a
child and playing with other childron on o
Rabbath day he made twelve spurrows ont of
wlay: * When, therefore, one of the Jowa hnd
wnon him doing this be sabl to our Lanl's
futhor: Joseph,*dost thou ngt see the child
Jesns working op the Habbsth at what is not
lawtul for him todo? for he has made twelve
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this he reprow " b s
dost n.'.u].-n ﬁ?vn; T::"d !»lmln:, wh"“fﬂ!‘
ablmth cuel things ne org
not baw ol for me to do? And whon Josygs honrd
Josoph e ~trick his lands fogothor and knid
tohin mpartowa, Fivt And at the vofeo of fyig
sommand thoy bogan to Ny, Awl whoen u»...;.
that ware thore saw tha mitact thov werg
Nllad with gront astonlshment.” ). tils
penotrated dvon to lesland: (1 hins hant o
In & collaction of Tealnndie logonde, Whepa it i
antitled * The Saviour and D Goldun Ploveps»

Hera la anothier story frons the satna o, ,,
phal nareative: " Now, Jorus was o Funrs ol
and his mother seut Wm with o pliteher u,;
fountain to draw water seith the ohildra,
And it camo to pare after be had diawn iha
water that ono of the ohildran eanie ngaineg
him and struok tha pliehar and hiroke it T
Jeaun strotehed out tho eloak which b bl o .
and took up in (t as much wator i there L
boen In tho plteher and eareiol it 1 Jy
mother.” Tho Gospal of the Tnfaney rven pop.
rosenta the divine ehild as vwing his sipies,
natural powors in the wantonnoss of o iy
for tho purposs of avenging himself op lifs
littlo playmutoa for theie offonses apaine
him. Thus we aro told that “A by, a workeg
of Inlauity. sama up and shinved ngulist thy
shonlder of Josus, winhing to muke sport nf
him orto hurt him §f Lo coull”  Anil Jees
sald to him: * Thou shalt not go bk sifo and
sonnd from tho way that thon goest,”  psg
Immediately tha bay fell diwn and dis). Aug
tho parents of the dead boy whio Lind sy wips
had happenod, erfod out. saving: Wi
doea this ohild como feom ¥ anil o s
plained to Joseph,  Aftor somoe delny Josgs pa,
stored the boy to life,

My, Bornard points ont Tiew engsorly g
ataries wore nssimilated by Mol medag oy,
Inthe Koran. far Ingtanes, wo Nl foe gt
of Mary holug devoted 5 God Ly Anwn, and i
her Boing sustatned durng hee 200w by
Temple by divinely senl fralt . of our Laed
apeaking while yot in Wis opndle. ool of s
manufactira of Hving spievows= out of it
Thesa and otlier logends relatine ts hirfut
are thought to have rondied Mihmmnidang
throngh the medium of n doetiment Gdistpn
trom any of the naceatives LIheet ot s
called the Avabile Guspel of Ui Tufsee s, whiok
ftaeems f4 sl In some pepntes poeng 1
Neostorfana of Serin, It sooms o hpve L "
complled a8 late as G D0h covdar, A,
and bas some tonebies wideli Bt o an Bt
ernoriging Thus it rvconnt< Pt e e ylne
of the wise moen who woes L b e ot e 10 1.
Infant Raviour, hd Loon prodictod Vo Zosigs.
terthe Parsian sopee., TErelabosals s o s inlm.
elps whioh ave salid too huvs T sl dirg
the Might of thie Haly Paonliv int o Eevpt, Thins
In one eity ademonbine v wonn b« leald,
ot of whom Butan ddonast < Do Torng possfily
(ns Bishop Ellleott fenierk=! onle ooy
=In the form of o vonme wan W bl ope
more of the storiesropreodoesd B M= Bormsnd
feom the Aenhie Goseol af the Thfiney, Ofies
upon o thme fn Bethleliem, o 00 = veeonled,
the Divine Child, with some of L= plaviates,
woenl intoa shopof o dyvers Findibe Bios ab-

rent ol the const elenr, e sditbidea dhises
all the elothe fm tho seap dnde vl Sall of bl
When the adyor votuened T wies Bie o v,

whercupon Jesus changed bnek ool of the
oloths to Its proper colos, So strong o bl
dled the story take on the popnitar binagiimtiog
that In Persla, aceovding totravellers, o dyers
ghop in .t ealled a Chreist's shiog,

Why., it may be asked, do orthodos Chefetians
reject thoso legonds while they mecopt Hi
Ataries of miracles sel down bn e roge
pels? Mr. Bernnrd nnswors that the forie pee
nol rejected Locvattse of their siraciloms ol
neter as sl They aee rogeetold Bovise s
alleggedd mdvaeles o not ooy bewotlen
Bovanse thoy are porrposeless and Dot
they are badly attosted,  Mobeover, the o
manees Which naveste them ave wd authen
the, having no denonsteable connection with
the persops whose nume they Lear, il s
the snme time suggosted that while disason
Ing the myth= superstitionsly  adopted b
medirvulisom, it is wellto remember that fron
the faith of meedieval Chelstianity we Inlent
our own,

AF Lo

CIHAT CAN WE DO

Tolstol Freaches His Gouprl of Love nilh
the Husslun Fumine us a Test,

Some literary porson of Kt Petorsburg, u
doubt an ardeat lmibrer of ‘Tolst i weate )
the shovmaker wod auathor wadd o
Advice, " What shall we do ty help e
ing peasants < waquired this porson
nnowored at length:

“Twish with all my heart,” wrotothod
“that I conld pxpress what 1 think wl O
this question of the fumine, [ think and 1

In Lrief. that the tamine existaund vaon i ine
Crenne, I|t1l that a [hmalne canpot e ovirs s
by solleoting alms nnd Ly distritiiog bread
to thosn In nead of 107 After covipwing the
soclal conditions which bave pirodaesd tis
and other fumines In Russia, he o=
“Ithink it s nacessary that wea= 000

int.

Pﬂl\‘arﬁ to combat Whese pelinal  goses of
andne, but torsk wid of the Gy tanl
to tako up collectlons e entice!s p=elosspre
epetdings, and cun v oniy o cras eosilts
To take up ool lons! Yol sl agiwirsind
rendy for that sort of thing gounleiotnme)
b ns—rnrmm» wWhio 1y il ovin 1
H tF‘;ll ht Lo the gl o e o i» )
undorstand or despise s Bt il dips
suddenly gefed b g rense ol e Tar et
dear brothevs In ilistpess Ol oo 0 il
peoplo are very respodooo Bl sl ol 1he
colloetions. ,

"F‘I'Il nk one en phbenls Bt by g
vrorks becoanse th o ficm iy Ty ahidng
?fmd I8 nthing pestimde ¥ ol Ui alny .
ore, to-morenw Tuie duy after, o

o famine, Th Ui Danil astiis Postnaniy o -t
r wine, It (s Y A T T et (T (AR
YOMIARIVEeS as for ns pressitle Lo ool ok = a

all timor,  Mlee good work o glot ot o
Iving beead 1o him thut Tiameers, Bt 7
ng tho hungey and eesieting then. !
more important to Tove thai bogzive T r

onomay glve Lreml without Lol |

m,‘ not love without giving breash

YT am wrlting this less for son thn [

persons to whon [ s seil snaftin o

on this subjoet, Wi mssen) it e e dhy

nnd to disteibute e is o good wors @
out hefng ahlo to see that o gond ek

work of love only wd that o work o f

waork of aaerilee, Thevefore, o sd

" What alinll b !
of luve [or one ot b {1
nLlunll. ol lovie hoesiase of faridine,

above il and gt all thpes” Bt it o

av shongs \\r'T" gt )
fine e

HUTEER ]
H

1his pover eonl b
jllﬂ vowottld toneh the leart - i
“ elle [0, 01 Ciond will preemdt s Jor iy
nlu-u}ll B most Bagpy 1 Gd shonlit oot e
to write I1."

Photography and Crline,
Foum the Loy Tin e

Tha oshibltion of they Thed gy boe s 4
of Greeat Britndn, which cpens too e pod a
Iis morning, Is of grent jnterest, ol fean
Bt bt mnid o mecdentitier pons e B
Yodeperhch, u German, s devobed
lon to the developmend of pliotoue
penns of nesisting the administi.
ﬂ w, The seroen which eontatis 1.
I- ates foope of the ehiel on
whdtion. He hive = ‘e v
yraplin takeon wjwn,
=+ poakEllle to detect ¢

i ke

tha  mwst  widmpeachalilo  way. i
nmple, where a llgure  or o W ;..ﬂ
hewn  altored-—-and  this  ds  one of

commenial kinds of forgers~thedliforantie 4

gk L O
omployed appear in B plado g geite o :
enlors, “iml{urlly wherse i napi s tiest fod
weitten In poneil and then traced o ;.",;

however earefully the peaell murle Lyve bee
erased, somo falnt tepees of fhe plim o -_"
witre Lo pemaln in the intovstions of Hhig pngat
ani these nre reveslod in the niaznified b

graph. Dr. Jesericl's pliotogriphs -.!’il wrn
of purs and Impuare Bloed, I-i} roatid ol o
trentment  with® reduclng paents abe i

most eurlons, and goveral stories gt
tho usnthat Do beon neede of tlie b re
der trinls In Germany,

J.ant Mis Leg 1o n Tear Fight,
Proves dhe S Foveasis Iy diege
Two of the erew of the seliooner Mareeria

of Besttde met with a sovers eadont af bor
uller, on the norkh elile of the Aliskin ek
nsiln. 'P‘mr natnes a1 hooms j!"h‘\"l'l'u.\l:!
" Behieffolin, snd they were ashiors erupgusie
ng for conl. Both wore armed with iftes
ﬁ'n‘r camo meross o bear amd boch o
ough budly woundnd the animal mple &
ru ‘lll the men. and in the exellament J-“»:
*"1 got o eartridgs gunmpoed b s gun 2
fore sehioffelin m-llhi rivlondd the hoar svis L@
on tham und Kpeekod  Hiem down, one ol
the other, wit Blow from ite paw, Ttesv
rlod to gt ta |?h fiant, Bt thiee ‘-i:-ll 4 o
W the Teg and erisbiod 10 frong G knees
The soimad thon i pwny, g et
ten mbmitos lator, whon sehib !r..}ltu..

Focaverind o oanReloniEie G, = '
men got bgek to Lh sedir pot ||!|tu‘uil
m1ﬂ sall for Onanlyska, ft1 l;:.'ii‘u"‘-‘[.l'-‘l

15 fuarsd

ot there. and thenSargen 'y
fnp g pul lcll].:l_l-m‘lrllpnw. It
will set




